TABLE 12-8    Risk of Lung Cancer in Nonsmokers According to Cigarette Consumption of Spouse
Authors                               Findings
Case-Control Studies		
Triehopoulos et al., 1983	Exsmoker	1.0
	1-20 cig. per day	2.4
	21+ cig. per day	3.4
Garfinkelet al., 1985	1-19 total cig. per day	0.84
	20-39 total cig. per day	1.08
	404- total cig. per day	1.99
	Cigar/pipe	1.13
Akiba et al., in press	1-19 cig. per day	1.3
	20-29 cig. per day	1.5
	304- cig. per day	2.1
Coli on St tidies		
Hirayama, 1984	1-19 cig. per day	1.45
	20+ cig. per day	1.91
Garfinkcl, 1981	1-19 cig. per day	1.27"
	20+ cig. per day	1.10"
"Mortality ratios, not relative risks.
NOTE: Relative risk for self-reported unexposetl is assumed to be 1.0.
Most of the studies considered the histological type of lung cancer. In general they showed a higher proportion of adenocarci-noma in ETS-exposed nonsmokers than would be expected among active smokers. This is to be expected in view of the fact that the proportion of adenocarcinomas is, in general, higher among nonsmokers. Adding some nonadenocarcinoma-type disease, possibly as a result of ETS exposure, would reduce this proportion. It would nonetheless leave the proportion of adenocarcinomas higher than would be found among lung cancer cases among active smokers. If there were a high relative risk of adenocarcinoma associated with ETS exposure of nonsmokers, it would suggest a real effect, but the published data are insufficient or not presented in a way to allow assessing this issue at this time.
Two studies have examined the risk of lung cancer associated with passive smoking using parental smoking as a measure of exposure instead of spouse smoking (Correa et al., 1983; Sandier et al., 1985b). The first found an association with maternal smoking (RR = 1.66, p < 0.05) but not with paternal smoking (RR —ted an effect of passive smoking in smokers as well as nonsmokers (Akiba et al., 1986). However, it does not appear that adjustment has been made for amount smoked. To the extent that smokers married to smokers may smoke more than the smokers married to nonsmokers, this would bias the results. nicotine chewing gum and nicotine aerosol rods. Therefore, if people who actively use tobacco or nicotine-containing aids to help stop smoking are excluded, cotinine can be used as an objective measure ofserved relative risk of 1.34, given e range of assumptions specified in the table, could come about there were a true relative risk of no less than 1.15. That is,unction in
